332.   WHAT IS SEDITIOUS?
The Allahabad High Court pronounced Professor Raradas
Gaud's Hindi Readers as seditious, although it was admitted
that the Readers contained nothing but selections from books al-
ready in circulation. The High Court has also awarded costs against
the professor in the sum of Rs. 300. The Readers have been pros-
cribed three years after their publication* I admit that evil
does not cease to be such because of lapse of time. But it is fair
to ask why the Government allowed the evil to run for such a long
time. It is a just presumption that the Government chose a time
when non-co-operation was at its ebb. The relevant question how-
ever is, what Professor Ramdas Gaud or better still those parents
and those institutions that are using the Readers should do? It is
not an easy question to answer. We are about to suspend non-co-
operation and therefore also civil disobedience. Such acts there-
fore cannot receive the moral support of the Congress. Every indi-
vidual and every institution must act on its own responsibility.
The extracts quoted in the judgment divide themselves into three
parts:
1.    Those that are said to excite hatred against the Govern-
ment.
2.    Those that are said to excite hatred against Western civi-
lization and by implication against Europeans.
3.    Those that excite hatred against persons belonging to
different religious communities.
In the first instance I venture to suggest that almost any book
can be held objectionable, if isolated passages from it torn from
their context are to be judged. So far as I know the judges had
nothing more. Secondly almost every Indian newspaper can be
declared seditious, because it does excite disaffection towards the
"Government (Le., the system, not the men composing it); esta-
blished by law". For almost every Indian has pronounced against
it and is seeking to end or mend it. So far as the Western civi-
lization is concerned, it is possible to find terrible passages from
Hindu scriptures holding up the modern system to ridicule and
contempt. My booklet, from which passages referring to We^tdii
avilizatioti have been quoted, has been placed in the hands of
Children with impunity. I may have erred in my condemnation.
Btft it was written not to preach hatred against any portion of
^but Ipve for all that lives, I know of no instance in